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LUXURY.

PROFESSOR SIDGWICK has been discussing the ethics
of luxury, and, according to his wont, has been giving
fresh interest to a well-worn topic. I do not wish to
dispute anything that he has said, nor do I hope to
clear up problems which he professedly left unsolved.
In one sense, they obviously cannot be solved pre-
cisely. Luxury is a relative term, which cannot be
denned in absolute terms. A luxury, in the first
place, is distinguished from a necessary. But, then,
one man's necessary may be another man's luxury.
My very existence depends upon conditions with
which another man can dispense. If, again, we
admit that there are many things which, though not
absolutely necessary, may rightly be used, if they can
be used without injuring others, we see that we must
also take into account the varying social conditions.
If we use luxury, in what Bentham called the
dyslogistic sense, we must distinguish between
necessaries and superfluities, and then divide super-
fluities into comforts which may be rightfully enjoyed,
and luxuries which cannot be enjoyed without in-